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****** B -°- a®* ««, 

bear »'ir. Bess, 

rfijh your letter of the 6 th were records fro.: the 51 - 16-113 file, all pertaining to 
“* * j2 ' S d ® 3 trueti<« Gf a ^S’^-assaaaiaatioa threatening cots frea lee Harvey Oswald ia 
“ tlTOatSd eStaeaa to one version, blowing up the ftu* field office. 

iou sake extensive claim tclssaption 5 and 1 have sow question shout tide. 

X do not. doubt thats la sees instances the claia nay be justified. X do not bolievo 
that page after page has nothing reasonably segregate, I do not believe there was any 

t>3St VaOOS is c 2 aS *ed> «* 2 to believe that such can be released without " 
harm to the deliberative process. Thin is an important historical case end the auMoet 
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° f tiW Withh ° ldiag **? * en te «*» aienifica^rfou are in a position to know. 

, U 18 n ° t ° illy **“* a ^ nur 'tor of 131 ssopio, including at FJEEu, tea* about 
>V > f* ~ J - lGaSl a 6t 111 the tostrartlon of the letter and wore silent, not only that this 
ietwor wu,: important in any Sawstlgatlon. it also is the fact that the letter was 
«**jsj«roycu to cover the £ 31 . the assassination. 

Ths rhl story, which coses close to fitting the present flap over Hinckley's 
.ntLor arrest with three pistols at an airport, was that it dio. not inform the- Dallas 
police about Oswald** presence in Dallas and did not iaforo the Seci^t service about 
his because then: sac nothing in his record or its records to indicate that he had ary 
aredispoaitioa toward violence. 

luite obviously, say threat against the m gave tto lie to this pretense, and a 
threat to blew it up? ? ? 

astired 31 Cordon Shnnklin, a lawyer now practising law, witnout reasonable doubt 
did parhure Massif, whether or not prosecution would have auoant to bocstrappine a 
prosecution. There is a question about o^hf?rp, h$$?jLsL&® t£hs? LuV r ? o v i 3 5 *v^? 

in ^records Prided. *he JK tec dibdosod a large toil** of records’ 
oeg „ oi say recollection, disclosing that prostseution of Shanklir, mis being eersiden-ed. 

Itecsuso so day FBI people violated laws and suppressed significant evidence when the 
assaasi.-atim of a President was being investigated, this natter assume « ^tar 
inportencfi and the people have a right to know all possible details. 

Xf you arc- not willing tc release acre of this information I request that you refer 


txseso elu±a? 


h 40 "-“toian Shea of the WQIZk appeals office and nos, b -fore there is: 
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possibility of other improper SWcesMag, which will acan acre work, coot and trouble. 

Sincerely, 


Harold Weioberg 



